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necessary, therefore, to press home the question, What
right had they to repudiate it ? The difficulty of giving
a satisfactory answer was evidently felt. A good cause
does not need the support of strained constructions,
doubtful law, and still more doubtful history.

Mr Elaine is not content with claiming for the
United States the sole control of any canal that may be
made across the Isthmus of Panama. He seeks to shew
that in making this claim on behalf of his country he is
only following the example set by Great Britain in the
matter of the route to India. He argues that if we hold
ourselves justified in occupying all the strategic points
along the shortest way to a distant dependency, we can-
not object to the; assumption by the United States of
control over a water-way which will, when finished,
connect t\vo portions of their own territory. Like many
other arguments of the same statesman, this would be
very cogent if the assumptions on which it is based were
true. As a matter of fact they are the very reverse of
the truth. Mr Elaine alleges that "Great Britain holds
and fortifies all the strategic points that control the
route to India"; that "at Gibraltar, at Malta, at Cyprus,
her fortifications give her the mastery of the Mediterra-
nean;" and that "she holds a controlling interest in the
Suez Canal, and by her fortifications at Aden, and on
the island of Perim she excludes all other powers from
the waters of the Red Sea, and renders it a mare clausun??
These statements rear a prodigious edifice of fiction
upon a small foundation of fact. The truth is that our
position at Gibraltar, Malta, and Aden, was assured to us
by conquest and treaties long before there was a road to

1 Mr Elaine to Mr Lowell, Nov. 19, 1881,